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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-4, 6-1 1, and 13-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The limitation of the 
absolute values of the first and second weighting values are unequal, as stated in 
5 claims 1 and 8, is not disclosed in the specification as originally filed. 

Response: 

The applicant would like to explain how the subject matter of the absolute 
values of the first and second weighting values being unequal was presented in the 

10 specification as originally filed. Paragraph [0027] and Figure 4A of the instant 

application indicate values of the first weighting value al and the second weighting 
value a2. As shown after time t5, the first weighting value al is reduced if the 
voltage level of the waveform of the transmission signal Sc is greater than a first 
threshold value Lcl. In each adjusting process, the first weighting value al is further 

15 reduced as long as this condition is true, which exponentially reduces the first 

weighting value al. Meanwhile, in the first preferred embodiment of the invention, 
the second weighting value a2 remains fixed. 

As shown in Figure 4A, after time t5, each value of the first weighting value al 
20 is different from each value of the second weighting value a2. Regardless of where 

the zero value is on the vertical axis of the chart shown in Figure 4A, one skilled in 
the art can readily see that the values of the first weighting value al and the second 
weighting value a2 have different absolute values. This graphical illustration is also 
consistent with the description given in paragraph [0027], which indicates that the 
25 value of the first weighting value al is being decreased while the value of the second 

weighting value a2 remains the same. 
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Although the specification does not specifically use the term "absolute values'' 
to describe the relative magnitudes of the first weighting value al and the second 
weighting value a2, one skilled in the art can see from reading paragraph [0027] and 
viewing both of Figures 4A and 4B that the absolute values of the first and second 
5 weighting values are indeed unequal. 

Therefore, the applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the rejections 
of claims 1-4, 6-1 1, and 13-20. 

10 

Sincerely yours, 

^yL-tf j^^^. 12/12/2006 

Winston Hsu, Patent Agent No. 4 1 ,526 
15 P.O. BOX 506, Merrifield, VA 221 16, U.S.A. 
Voice Mail: 302-729-1 562 
Facsimile: 806-498-6673 
e-mail : winstonhsu@naipo.com 

20 Note: Please leave a message in my voice mail if you need to talk to me, (The time in D.C. 
is 13 hours behind the Taiwan time, i.e. 9 AM in D.C. 10 PM in Taiwan.) 
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